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Dcar Mr. Wcyer:

L..nelose.j is the F,inal Llrd*r i*rsu*d by thil .,\ssociale Administrat*r for Pip*line Sulbty in thc
above-rej'erenc.{-rd case. Jt withdmws tlu al}egatior: *1'violation sct forth in th* Notice . 

'l'he Ordcr
rn*kes a linding rf inadequate prtrceilurgn nnd requirc* lhal yor: nmend y*ur integritl' man&g{n}t;nl
progr.tm procedures. When the tern:rs $i'the Ordcr ars c{rmpletcd, as de{erm:ined by thtr l}lrectar.
$oulhwest Regiun" OPS., this enforc*ment actirn q'ill be closed. Your r*ceipt of the Ordcr
cunstitutes ssn,ice o1'that cl*cument uncfur 4S CI.F.R" $ I {Xi"5,
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In lhe ll,{atter o{'

Dow Pipelinc, C*mpury.

Respcndent"

CPi: I,iu. 4-2002-5*12

pll'i4L(}lr.DllR

fin l"ebruary I q-1.0, ?0{}2. prn$uar1t t$ 4i) l";, $.i.C. $ 601 I ?. reprqse nliltives cl the $nr:thr'vtsl ltegitn,
0l'trce si'llip*line $nlrety tOF$); irrspected ll*w llip*line Cumpuu-v's (R*spondent's) integrit"v
lllfflagsffisnt program rit f{tirip0ildsfl1'$ {ilr:ilit,v- in Ang,lelon. "iexas. As a rcsult ufthC insp*cti*n, thf
Southrvestem ltegi*nal Direclcr, OIIS^ issued tr: Itespunderrt, by lclter dflLed .lunc -i. :0{ll. a Ncrtict'
of Pr*bnble Vii:l;rtion, Pr*porect f ivil I'*nally $nd Nr:tice nll Amerrtlntent {Noricc). ln accortlancc
wiqh 49 C.f .R, $ 19{}.:0?. the }tlotice propused fintling that ltespondent htd vinlated 4S C.f .R.

$ I95.a51$)nrdprotrrus*dassessingacivil pen*ltyoll$5.000 lorthe allegtldviolatiotr. IheNutic*
alsu allegetl inatlequaci*s in Respr:ndent's int*grily rnonagsment progtam and proptsed to require
amendmenlofRespondenllsprucedurestoc*mplywiththerequirelne*tsof49C.F.IL. $ 195"453{b).

Re"lpondenf re;rponded to the Notice by }ettar dattd .Iirn* ?5. 3002, Itespondtrit cnnlested tltt
allega{iun *lf violation and reqursted a hearing. 'l"hc httring ',vns held in the ol'flcr: nf" rhe

ljouthwestern Regian on Oclaber 3. :002"

w jl"r'll)ltAuisl" $li A L l.ll(iA llQs

'l'ire Notice allegeri tliat.l{espondent harl viola{ed $ }95.45?, which required ltcsporrdcnt to havL'

idenrifierl. h-r,- December 31.2ilt)1, all pip*llnt: $rlllmcntii i:r its syrtem {hat ccukl alfucl a higlt

cotr$eqff:ncs {rerr. Ihe Notice *llcged that altlrough lteqtr:ndeirt }rad idontified segrnents thi{

intersectcd the higfi consequsnce &r*ii$. it had not i,JentiJied siegmsrltti in it; pipe linc syst*nr thut did

not inieffiect high colscquitn{:e 8r*i1$ but ciluld afi'ecr lhe high conseqttencs ilrca$.

Respundent cgrtenrietl that in id*nrifying ilre ssgmenls by the Llecenther 31 dcadlinc it hatl, bascd

*n its exp*lience *ntl knuwledge. genermrd a hul'fier zrrn* to identily th* segments thai cor"rltl affbcl

t5g high consequ$n{e arsas. Resp*ntlent submittcd maps showing the segnretrts it had idenli{ied hy

this prace ss. Ilr: xpondent *xplained that at OPS's srrgg*rtion. Re spondent rs*evatua'ted thc scgtnents
using a dispersitx nrorlel.. *nd. that the ssgnrents identilird were the sa*re ;ts tltc proccss l?csp<.rndcnt
hari prct inusly ured. Rcspondcnl mal$tain*cl lhrt its prrcess uf'segme nt identjlicatiott hitd cr:mplietl
rvith thc llecenrher l]1 qieedlinc.
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Althuugh the Notice ali*gcd that Respundenl had nr:rt usrd a huffer z.ane t$ idenlity s$gnrenls that
dtd not intsr$e$l high conxequencs arcas but rvhich cr:uld tre aflected by a release o1'liqu tl flt$thane
fron:r the line, OP-$ *iid not have durume*ts supporting its allegation" Accurdingl"v, the allegatiorr
of violatisn is withdrawn.

AilIf;1ll RlylliNl. {)}r PRli$li*lj-Rli$

'f'he 
Notice dso allegul that Respondcnt'$ inldgrity ffifinageme*t progrimr proce.dute-^ were

initdcrl*atc bemu.ss ltc.rpriut1cnt rlid e|:cr"r:r:en{ the procr:ss it used lo id*ntily the $*uml:l)ls ar:ci. did
not include a eluality &ssulincr: proccss. llu,spontlcnt did trr.rt llispute these allegttictns atrcl r:splaincd
lhat it rvas rrlvising its proccrlures to add tlresr purc')lis{$" It*spr:ndent did not pre*.ide thc runend*d
procudulcs at thc hcarrng.

,Accordingly, I fild that Respondent's integrily ffi&nascrnerlt progrirm procedrues itr$ iilsdequats tQ

ensure sr& *peration of its pipeline q.$tem. Pursuant ta 49 Ll.li.C. $ 6{}108{a) and ol9 C.}r.R.

$ 1q0.237,'R*ipondent is nrd$red t* nTalce th* fCIliowing chnngerrto its integrity rnilnagenl$nt
program proce*ures. Respnndent must -

l. l)ocumcnt and describ{:r the proce$s used ta ideirtitl'ssgnlents trhat cor"rld atlect higlt

consBqttsuce fi.rda$.

2" Include n qxality as$uruncs p{ocss$ aud $lYectiveness evaluatiun in th$ s*gment

idrnti{ication pn}ces$ to cnsure {h.lrt all segmen{s that cr:uld affuct high ci:nsequence area$

iirc ichnti l ie{.

Sr:bmit the nnrendrld l:roced*res tc the Regi*nal Dirrctor. Snutlirvert l{egimt, OI'ii r.vitlrin
3i) elays ltrllowing receip{ ri}"this Order.

"l'he Regional llirector may cxtend the peri*el i'or complying witlr the r*quired itenrs il

the Respondent rerquests an sxtenpi{:n *nd ndeqr.rately justifies lhe reasons ftlr thc

c.Ytensit)n.

'l'he terms and co*ditions *f this t)nler are ellfectivs upun receipl'

Fuiture to curnply wirh this Order nray rcsult in the assessment of civil penalties of'up ta $25,fl00 pr:r

violation per day, ur in the rnferrtl of the srese f<;rr judicial enfcrcem*nt-

0rc :'3 ?i*i

:),

{t.
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